REMARKS 

Claims 21, 31, and 49 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Smith. Claims 21, 31, 32, and 49 have been rejected 
under 335 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated by Klein et al. Claims 21 , 31 , and 
49 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Vaughan. Claims 22-30 and 33-38 have been objected to as being dependent 
upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowed if rewritten in independent 
form including all of the limitations of the base claim and nay intervening claims. 
Claims 39-48 have been allowed. 

By this amendment, claim 21 has been canceled. Claim 22 has been 
amended to recite the elements of rejected claim 21 and the elements of 
allowable claim 22 in independent form. Claims 31 and 32 and claims 33-35 
have been amended to depend from amended independent claim 22. Claims 
36-38 depend from amended dependent claim 35 which depends from 
amended independent claim 22. Claim 49 has been amended to recite the 
limitations of claim 22. 



CONCLUSION 



Applicant wishes to thank the Examiner for the allowance of claims 39- 

48. 

All of the claims now remaining in the application are in condition for 
allowance and an indication to that effect is respectfully requested. The 
Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned with any questions regarding the 
present response. 
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